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.D E F E N C E 


Ot the BOOK Batituled 
CERINTHOS and E BI ON: 
6. 


_ The _ of Tything under the Goel 
Te - INTO» &c. 


| | formance ſcarce to be parallelVd for Rambling 
— / and Weakneſs of Argument; as defective in 
6 nb as Logick; and the Language as foul, as the Rea- 
« ſoning falſe, P. 266. 
© He has ſo wretchedly miſ- "repreſented, and ſo weakly and tri- 
© flingly oppoſed the Argument of that Eſſay, that there 12 no 
© more than compari his Remarks with them, to expoſe the 
© Lightneſs of em, and very often not ſo much 
3 'To in then, he ſhews the Cloven-foot in the Preface, P. FS 
| that's the Caſe of all bis Ar 9 and Objections; they 
g Rand confuted there (viz. in the 8th Section of the Ea) already; 


© or elſe are ſo very contemptible, that they are not worth it: 


As for inſtance; his Inference from his Adverſary's Aſſertio1 
that giving more than a Teath, included a Tenth: which 

by That he would open a Door for us, not only to give away our 
© Tythe, but our All to the Prieſts, P.35. This, in plain . 
* is ſo fooliſh, chat tis only to be laugh'd at, and neglected, 


7. 27 275. | h 
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tey enter it for RO 8 ſay it's a Per- 


2 
1 
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(4) 
Anſw. This coming under the Head of Scandal, it is fit to ſet 
iu together. And now when that is done, all in a manner's done 
that I have to do with it; for it lies ſo much out of my way, that 
one of their Oyſter- Women wou'd raiſe more Matter out of ſuch 
a parcel of Rhetorick, and handle it at another rate than I can do: 
for my Talent is not of that ſort, ſo ſhall diſmiſs iz on theſe civil 
terms, viz. Valeat quantum valere poteſt, Let it ſerve their Cauſe as 


much as it . "'F Fs S# 4 FI 
Gin. Soph. © Rudus indigeſtaqne moles, as the learned Au- 
© thor has it in his Preface. 20 . earn 


Eub. The truth on't is, he has a very unlucky hand at Latin; 
he veatures, | think, upon five Scraps, and is out in all but one: 
There's his Innocui omnes cultores numinis omnes, p. 13. for verſ. 
s & ſic ſine (inſtead of ſiccine ) diſputant Academics veſtrates, for 
© Proſe, are Curioſities of his own Fabrication, p. 21. But l for- 
c get rig ſelf; Criticiſm's as much out of our way, as Latin's out 
© of his. | TT 

Anſw. Rudus for rudis might perhaps be the Author's over- 


ſight, but he gave not Innocui omnes, &c. for Verſe, any more than 


the other Quotation out of Ovid; he knew them to be both Frag- 
ments of Verſe : But may not one uſe a Fragment of a Verſe, with- 
out being bound to fill it up? Then he wou'd never uſe any; for 
he has an Averſion to Poetry. And as to ſic ſine for ſiccine, it is a 
groſs Preſs-error ; from which, the Errata at the End of their 
Book, ſhews they can't ſecure their own Works. So their taking 
notice of it in another's, looks little; whenas I think there are 


more than five Scraps of Latin in that Book; but he particulari- 


© © O58 © 


Ting other Mens Words, Writings, or Actions; and this is the * 
| | 0 


of a Cenſurer : therefore a Cenſurerwithout Crititiſm is ab much 
as to ſay a- Cenſurer without Cenſure, or Critick without Oriti- 
ciſm, or Judge without Judgment. Thus Eſſentiai is Criticiſm to 
2 Cenſurer: and yet theſe Cenſufers ſay it's out of their way; and 
iümpute it to Forgetfulneſs that they meddle with. Criticiſm, and 
pretend to a good judgment, but bad Memory. Let, which is worſt, 
the firſt that makes Criticiſm ſo far out ot the way of profeſs'd 
Criticks, or who other he confeſſeth to, forgetting himſelf by the 
time he's well enterꝰd into the Diſcourſe; and miſſing his way in 
the beginning of his Journey, to what ſerves their Learning now? 
one may run into Contradiction and Nonſence without it. 


| Hiſtory 266. Sopb. * He hath found out the Epiſtle tothe Philip- 

© pians, aſcribꝰd to natius to be really his; and produc'd a Paſſage 

from it not to be ſeen in it, whoſoever ſhall keep Eaſter with the 

er 515115 Zr ona Big 141194 700i 
Euab. His Epiphanius and Gecumenius differ from our Copies. 

Our Epiphanius mentions not Tythes, adv. Hereſ. L. 2. p. 9. nor 

_ ©* of Serug's paſſing from Egype into Greece: by Inachus; inſtead of 

which, our Epiphanius makes Inachus Contemporary with Moſes. 

Soph. © But what · ſays Oecumeniu, where he quotes him, P. 24. 

Eub. © Juſt as much of Tythes as Epiphanius, either in the place 

© above, or in L. 1. Ord. 8. where our Author tells us (P. 44) 

© he makes Tenths one of his three Inſtances of Shadows and 

Images contained in the Law, &c. P. 267. ail \ 

. , Soph. There are ſeveral Epiſtles extant of St. Jerom to St. Au» 

«© ftin; but *ewas not convenient to tell us in which of them St. Je- 

© rom calls Tything the Hereſy of Cexinthus and Ebion. — 

© In ſhort, the place he wou'd make his advantage: of, is in that 

long one which begins tres Simul Epiſtolas, where the Father ſpeaks 

© of Cerinthus and Ebion, and their mingling the Ceremonies of the 

© Law: - ith. the Goſpel; but intimates, nothing at all of Tythes, 

„R 266. 14. 8 en e IV. aps 

_ - Anſw. lt no more concerns the Author whether that Epiſtle be 

Jenatins's\or not, than all others that quote it. I ſhall give the 

words of the Paſſage, they ſay is not to be ſeen ia it, by ; 
in Latin; that if they can make any other Engliſh ous „ Iepatii Epiſtola ad 


+ 1 . Phlippenſ- ti- 
on't they may, Viz. Si quis cum, Judais celebr at Paſ- n 2 * 


cha, aut Symbola ſeſtivitatis eorum recipit, | Particeps eft ea Geneva, Anno 1623. 

rum qui dominum occiderunt & Apoſtolos' ju, &. | 

'. Epiphe, adv. Heref. lib. 2. p. 9. is Miſ-printed z, it ſhou'd be lb. 1. 

p. H. then | thought, that, by Servg's paſſing from Egypt tas > 
| 7 


— — — —— en — 


66.0 


als was to be underſtood by what way he went thither, or 
1 — a 


whas Fart on't he entred the Countries of Greece -. and 
not thut he wen from Egypt into Greece by ſuch a Man, we have 
no Preſident for ſuch a Mode of Speech, which wou'd be diſ- 
igreeable to Common Sence; and beſides, it ſeems as if their 
miu were out of his Reckoning in making nachus Contem- 
1 — with Aeſes (who was Born An. Au. 2433.) if we may 
eye Diftionariun Etymologicum propriorum nominum. Where it 
is ſaid!, © nachos, primus Argiuorum rex, qui inachs. ftuuio nomen 
Aedit, 4 quo Argivi ipſi Inachids appellati ſunt, tot Peloportieſus Ina- 
chia dicta eft ; eſt & Inachuim oppidum Peloponneſi, regnavit ' Inachus 
ann. 50. an. m. 2093. 3 _ : | 
As to Orcuminius not mentioning Tythes, where he is quoted 


in F. 24. Who ſays he did? he is not quoted for that, but about 


Oaths, and out ward Sacrifice; and Snake makes Tythes and Sa- 
crifices relatives, and then if theſe Sacrifices be ended and ceas d, 
Tythes are ceas'd and ended with them; for it is a general Rule 
of Relatives, if the one be, the other muſt needs be; and if the 
one be taken away, the other muſt alſo be taken away: Then we 
muſt either deny Tythes, or introduce Sacriſice; or oppoſe it that 
they dre Relatives. S0 it will be an hard caſe for the Cenſurers 
— Snake, to agree which of them to do. 1 
Then as to that Objection, that Epiphanius ment ions not Tythes, 


. 1. 04. 8. where he is quoted, P. 44. to make them one of his 


three luſtances of Shadows and Images contained in the Law. Dif- 
ferences about Quotations of thoſe ancient Authors, may ariſe, 
from the difference in the Folio's of different Editions; but what 
is this to the Matter (or it it were a Preſs- Error) as long as the 
Thing is in ſome part of the Book or Author's Works: And as 
this Friend hath given notice in the Epiſtle to the Reader, that 
he has not read at large all the Authors he quotes, but goes upon 
Collections of credible Authors he has read, &c. How (if there 
was a Miſtake ) doth this affect his Ingenuity, which they tax, 
but ſhew their own Diſ-iagenuity ia ſo doing: And beſides, we 
lay not the chief ſtreſs upon the Fathers, but wherein they agree 


wich Truth we agree with them, and willingly quote them, to 


obviate a common Objection, and as falſe as common, of No- 
velty, to our Principles, tho' God hath had a People through 


Ages that have held the ſame : But the Principal Authority, we 


allow to the Holy Scriptures, and to the tryal of them, we ſub- 
mit our Doctrine; but not to any other Book as we quote, any 
further, than they agree with theſee. 4 4 


And 


1 r 2 
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| _— ” ' | 
_ And laſs as to their ObjeXion, That, Feraw igtimates pothing 
at 21 of Fiche, They own inte ab Fü piogll bb 
Freren of the Lay with the Goſpel ; and this igfers Tythe 
which come into the Number of Legal Ceremonies ; and is ag muc 
as the Author hath faid where they quote him; fave that Ferom _ 
in his Epiſtle to Azg«ftin, calls this Commixtion the Hereſy af mn 
Cerinthus and Ebion. Eor which, ſee Hieranimus Auguſtino, fol. 12, ? 
Hac ergo ſummas eſt queſtionis, immo ſententia tug, ut poſt Evangelia | 
Chriſt: , bene faciant Fudei credentes ,- Si Legi: mandata cuſt odiant 2 
hoc eſt ſi Sacrificia offer ant, qua obtulit Paulus ſi filios circumeidant, : (6 
Sabbatum ſervent, ut Paulus in Timotheo & omnes obſervayere. Fudai. 
Si hoc verum eſt in Cerinthii & Hebions hereſin dilabimur s qui cre- 
dentes in Chriſto propter hoc ſolum a Patribus anathe mati ati ſunt, quod 
Legis ceremonias Chriſti Evangelio miſeuer unt. 
"Soph. * Perhaps, —— he deſign'd that Piece of Hi ory, of 
* his, Cc, for a banter upon St. Paul's Aſſertion, that Levs pe 
* Tythes in 4brabam, and if this was his meaning. belides Infipids.. 
* affronting the Holy Ghoſt; the Fact, if *twere true, makes di: 
« realy -againſt him. P. 267. | Re ed e | 
_ Soph. * Or if it were to be under ſtood in the ſame Proper Senſe wu. 24. - 
©'as phat of Chriſt; * and Aelchiſedec were, in the Primary Sen g . 
© he of.: hom it is witneſſed that he Lives; hen all the Aya 
0 tage the Quakers get by that, wou d be, that Aelchiſe dic, In 94 
of Chriſt, properly receives Tythes.: and perhaps they had ra- 
© ther he ſhould have them than Chriſt, F. 27. 
Fab. Our Author's Argument here is juſt ſuch a, Wiſe 1 . 
„this wou'd be ; The worſhip. of the true God was under. thy 
© Law confin'd'to the Temple at Ternſalem; which Temple heig 
Tong ſince demoliſh'd, "and the ein of it, abrogated, he Fe 
2 91 is not now to be worſhipped at a of- 
at 


Nu. 1. 


Nu. 3. 


„tho che very Deſizh 

Goſpel was to introduce a more pure and perfeck Worſhip 

* of him, E, 475 r e . ao act 
S, 1 copfels, Lcbian cle Tany c te other, as it rung thus; vu... 


* God was pleaſed to aſſign the Prieſthood a proper and conve- 
* hifi Irene under the Legal Daher 7 but the Levit 
© cal Prieſthood, and the Legal Diſpenſation being long ſince expir'd, 


the, Chriſtian Frieſthocd is not to have this proper and conve-- 
* niept Maintenance; tho* the Apoſtle tells us, Chriſt receives 


©, Tyhes ; ang tho? they were reckoned in the Apaſtolick and Pri- 
* ST Fo 2 8 far from being got ego doe to the Chriſtian 
„Arlene Pr they. had been ko the Levitical ; that the Chrj- 
7 Vigns rhe dose Je their Duty t0,add a great" deal ore £0 
© the Maintenance of their Paſtors, P. 25. fd. 


| _— 
Aiſr. To ſave the trouble of re-tranſcribing (as 1 Anſwer) them, 
ſhall conſider theſe Heads; every one under the ſame Number they 
are mark'd with, tho' they are ſo very inſipid and filly , that few 
wovu'd have taken notice of em. 5h | 


. © Perhaps he deſigned it not ſo, and then where's the Aﬀeont 


to the Holy Ghoſt? Is this the Way? to inſinuate their Adverſa- 


ry's affronting the Holy Ghoſt, upon no better Ground than per- 
haps he deſigned it. Was | 


Then he ſaith, the Fact if it were true, makes directly againſt 


" him (i. e. the Author) but as he hath chang'd the Hiſtory from 


Serug to Abraham, the Fact is not true of the latter, and fo it makes 
nothing againſt him, p. 267. 


. * Perhaps we had not rather have Melchiſedec to have Tythes 


than Chriſt, and then all he hath ſaid on this Head is blown away 
with a Breath. * | | 9 | 


- ”Tis plain that Perhaps, is an equal ballance to Perhaps, fo all 
their Arguments of this Mood are vain, and fooliſh: and there 
remains one thing ſtill which looks ſtrange above the reſt, viz. 


whence he ſhou'd conclude us ſo very great Lovers and Admirers 
of the Prieſts, as to prefer any of them to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


Nu. 3. 


as his Argument imports , (if any thing,) which wou'd amount 


to Idolizing them; but tho? we are Lovers of their Perſons, yet 


we muſt be excus'd as to this, P. 273. a | 
© What he calls the Author's Argument here, is but a ſcrap on't 


_ diſcerpt from the reſt, viz. That Tythes were taken away, is 
' © evident from As 15. And, Eub. ſaith, That Temple-worſhip is 


Jong ſince Abrogated. So the difference between them cannot be 
wide here, if any at all; for the one means the ſame by taken 
away, the other doth by Abrogated. * © he pe 6a 

And that Tythes were an eſſential Part of Temple-worſhip 


Snake will own; for he makes them the higheſt and chief Wor- 


' hip, Ge. Eflay Sec. 6. And Eab. defends it, P. 271. and grants 


in this Argument that they are Abrogated, in Eating the Abro- 
gation of that Worſhip whereof they were an Eſſential part. But 
yet to differ with the Author (reaſon or none) inſinuates his Ar- 
gument to be as ill-grounded, as if he ſhou'd inferr from the Abro- 
gation of Temple-worſhip, thaz God is not now to be*worſhipped 
at all. Which is very weak, for the Argument is from the taking 
away, or Abrogation, of that Worſhip , that it ought not to be 
taken OP 121 So Tythes being abrogated in the Abrogation of 
that Worſhip ought not to be taken up again. Now de can 
ſhew us that ſomething which was abrogated in that 1 


(9): 


ſilt ia force, he does ſomething; or elſe it muſt be Gonclodel, . 2:.446k 
that Tythes being then abrogated, are not now in force. e 
Then one wou'd wonder but that Eub. is ſo forgerful, P. 266. 
that he who holds Tythes to be the higheſt and chief, and moſt 
preferrable Goſpel-worſhip, P. 271. Shou'd tell us, the very De- | 
fign of the Goſpel was to introduce a more Pure and Perfect Wor- | =_ 
ſhip of God, than the Temple- worſhip ; for if his Argument be | 
ood, P. 271. the Goſpel hath introduc'd no higher or more pre- 
errable Worſhip of God than Tythes : and _—_ had thoſe under. 
the Law. What ſhall we ſay then? hath the Goſſ _ miſs'd of its 
very Deſign ; or is not the moſt Pure and Perfect Worſhip of 
God, his higheſt and moſt preferrable Worſhip?: Theſe Mea may | 
be Scholars, but are Blind concerning Religion, P. 275. TELE * 
The Levitical Prieſthood and Legal Diſpenſation being long + Nu. 3 
ſince abrogated, and expir'd, proves the Abrogation of Tythes, 
which are no more to be reſtor'd and upheld now, than the reſt of # 
the Legal Diſpenſation and its Prieſthood, with which they were 
diſannulled. For after Chriſt hath diſannulled and put an end o 
them, for Men to make a Law to reſtore, and uphold them ſt ill 
is to act directly contrary to Chriſt; and in ſuch a caſe we are to 
obey God rather than Man, when Man makes Laws contrary to 
his Laws, Enacting again what he hath Repeal'd; making that a 
Law, which he hath diſannull'd and made None. 3 
And what was then, a proper and convenient Maintenance for 
the Leviten, may not be, nor is ſo now, for the Goſpel · Miniſters; 
for that it ſtands not upon the ſame foot of Moral Equity as — 
other, either in reſpect of Service, Number, or Deprivation; as 
the Author hath ſnewn p. 48. and the Atgument will not hold, 
fram that God was pleaſed to aſſign. the Prieſthood a proper and 
convenient Maintenance under the Legal Diſpenſation ; that there - 
fore it is his pleaſure to aſſign the Prieſthood an improper and in- 
convenient Maintenance under — n r- un 
an unequal one. übe | 
Then as to Chriſt's. receiving  Tythes; it is denied, as the Author 
hath ſhewn,*p. 29, and 30. therefore it makes nothing for Tythes 
in this ſenſe, in which, at, before or ſince the time thoſe words 
were ſpoken; neither Chriſt, nor any of his Miniſters, ever b 4 
them: that the Scripture mentions. 
And that they were reckon'd in the Apoſtolick and Primitive: 
Times equally due to the Chriſtian — as 1 bad un, 
to the * _ rr and 17 1021 


& «+ 4 
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& »4 #T a ; 
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| ca 
Adds 4.32, For in the Apoſtle's time; at Jeruſalem, and thereabouts, the 
34, 35. Church had all things ia common; and as many as had Houſes or 
Land, ſold them, and laid down the Money at the Apoſtle's Feet; 
and it way diſtributed to every Man, according as he had need. 
Hieron. in Alſo the Church, gather'd by Mark at Alexandre in Egypt, fol- 
vita Merc. low'd the ſame Rule, having all things in common. Philo Fudens, 
a famous Author of that time, reporteth, that not only there, but 
in many other Provinces the Chriſtians lived together in Societies, 
hates all things in common. | Fen: - 
In the Church at Antioch the Saints poſſeſſed, every Man his own 
Eſtate, and in Galatia and Corinth, where the Apoſtle order'd that 
Weekly Offeriags for the Saints ſhou'd be made by every Man as 
ARt.11-29. God had bleſſed him; and by theſe Offerings were all the Services 
Vide Sy- and Needs of the Church ſupplied. And by the Example of theſe, 
_ bn the Courſe of Monthly Offerings ſucceeded in the next Age, not 
2 Ter. exacted, but freely given at the Bounty of every Man; which were 
tull. Apol. pus into the hands of the Deacons. f; Q 
cap. 39. About the Year 304, ſome Lands begun to be given to the 
Euſeb. lib. Church, and the Rents were brought into the Church's Treaſury, 
- 4-cap.22, and. belong'd: to the Church in common, and were diſtributed. as 
other Offerings by the Deacons and Elders ; but the Biſhops or Mi- 
niſters medled not with it. 53 eel. 25:1 
Coun- Ant., And when the Council at Antioch, Anno 340, finding that much 
c. 25. fault had been among the Deacons, to whom it properly belong'd, 
Ordained that the Biſhops might diſtribute the Goods of the 
Church; they requir'd- that they fhou'd not take any part on't to 
themſelves; or the uſe of the Prieſts, &c. that lived with them, 
unleſs Neceſlity did juſtly.require it; uſing the words of the Apo- 
ſtle, Having food and rayment, be therewith coment. 0 © 
It alſo appears from the Writing of Chryſeſtem, who lived about 
the Year 400, that there was not the leaſt uſe or practice of the 
Payment of Tythes in thoſe: Ages. 5 | 
Which fully detects the Cenſurer's Falſhood, the Practice of the 
Saints in the Apoſtolick Primitive Times, declaring their Judgment. 
For this way of voluntary-Contributions excludes Tythes, but eſpe- 
cially their Community of Living doth it; either as a Sacred Reve- 
nue, or Seperate Maintenance for the Chriſtian Prieſthood, or Act 
of Worſhip: For if ſo, it had not been lawful for the Apoſtles 
and Primitive Goſpel-Miniſters to have lived in common with the 
Church, or the Church with them; but they ought to have ſepa- 
rated the Tythes from. the reſt of their Subſtance, as the Prieſts 


Portion: And this not only for their Maintenance-ſake, but alſo 
for the ſake of God's Worſhip. | 


c 129) 

© He appeals $0 St. Jerom, St. Auſtin, StChryſe 

not think it worth while to ſet down Book or Page, 

| my he — not fore · ſtall his Reader's induſtry. There are 

c —_— Epiſtles extant of St. Jerom to St. Auſtin; but *rwas not 

convenient to tell us in which of them St. Jerom calls Tything the 

© Hereſy of Cris and Ebion, for fear his learned and _ 
Title - page ſhould ſuffer by it, P. 267. 

Soph. I Are we to trace his Learning any lower? p. 269. 

Soph. © But he's a Plain-dealer, and can make as "bold with the 

© Patriarchs when they ſtand in bis way, as with other people, p. 20. 


© he makes Heathens of them, p. 274. 
At parting we may deſire our Author to read over, and 


© lay to heart that excellent Sermon of St. Auſtin— about Paying 
* Tythes, n. 219. Eraſmus's Edition, p. 276. 


Anſ. To this the Scriptures have foretold ug that there ſhou d 2 Pet.3. 3. 
come Mockers in the laſt times, walking after their own ungodly Jud. 18. 


Luſts; and indeed there is a Vein of it runs through moſt of their 
work, which is too light and frothy; and carries ſuch an Air of 
Pride and Scorn in it, as is altogether unſuitable to a Religious 


Controverſy. 
The Reader may range to ſee the laſt Paragraph, which looks 


like a civil parking, ſet under this Head of Moctery; but as — | 


deny the Author to be a Schellar, and yet direct him to read, as 
he ſuppoſeth, a Latin Sermon, they cannot be ſincere in both; for 


eber in the firſt, they thought not as they ſaid, or they mock bit 


ia this. 

" Having thus far got through the Spume and Froth of their 
2 we ſhall now come to a n o r Reaſoning in courle. 
as it lies. 

Enb. St. Ferom's Opinion about Tythes appears very plain in 
© his Book e Clericorum ;. his Words are theſe: Si autem ego 

© pars domins ſum, & funiculus hereditatis tjus : nec accipio partem i» 
© ter uy tribus, ſed 77 p 
© altars ns altaris oblatione ſuſtentor, P. 268. 

Anſ. Suppoſing this genuine, will they Fiubmit to the like Depti 
vation with the Levires? elſe how can they ſay vc acripimv parte 
inter cateres tribus? And if not, how have they the like title toTythes? 
And if Tythes be here underſtood in a proper ſenſe, ſo muſt Altar, 
Oblation, and Altar-ſervice, be; which wou'd bring in Judaiſen; and 
if not, what is this to Tythes i in the Prieſt's ſenſe ? 

1. Tho” the Fathers might uſe the word Tytbes, yet they. did it 
nn as Cajetan inter prets them; for that the Example of 


> the 


* 
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the Jewi might have an exemplary force in Perſuaſion ; bat the 
inſiſted only on the Morality of it, that People ſhou'd exerciſe 
Humanity, Hoſpitality, Mercy, and diſtribute freely to the Neceſſi- 
ties of the Saints, &c. For they ſpake in Exhortation, by way of 
Alluſion and Reſemblance,which the Chriſtian Offerings had to the 
Jews. And this Interpretation is confirmed by the Practice of the 
Saints in thoſe times, and may ſerve. as a Key to the right under- 


ſtanding of the Fathers; as may alſo this. 


* : 


2. That they ſpake not of compulſory ceremonial Tytbes, but 


of free Gift, and voluntary Offerings; not exacted, or the quan- 
tity determin'd, bat freely given at the Bounty of every Man. For 
Tertullian, in his Apology, cap. 39. ſpeaking of their Offerings, ſays, 
Every one puts to it ſome indifferent thing, at a Month, Day, or 
when he will, or if he will, or if he can; for none is compelled, 


but brings t of his own accord; theſe are, as it were, the Pledges 
of Charity; and he ſhews how they were diſpoſed of. And Cyprian 


Jerom on 
Mal. 3. 


after him, in the next Century, ſpeaks of the Monthly Diviſions 
given to the Miniſters out of theſe. Cypr. Epiſt. 27, 34, 36, and 66. 

3. So it is alſo evident, that the Fathers ſpake not of Prieſt's 
Tythes, which was their peculiar Part or Portion only; but that 
out of which, all the Needs and Services of the Church were ſup- 
plied; Eſpecially the Poor's, of whom, ſaith Jerom, we interpret 
raps 55 2 2 er of 1 5 | 
_ Item. Ferom in Epiſt. onetur 16. queſt. 2. cap. quicquid. 
Whatſoever the Clergy ind con the Poor's Goods. Now Larry 
theſe Men ſtand to Jerom's Opinion about Tythes, or Bernard's in 
Sermone? Simon Peter ſaid to Jeſus, cap. 17. Surely, the Poor's Pa- 
trimony is the Church's Means; and it is ſtol'n from them. 
W hatſoever the Miniſters and Stewards, and not verily Lords and 


Poſſeſſors, take more than Food and Rayment. Who is it then 


Prov. 14. 
31. 


that rob and ſtarve, and undoe the Poor? who make them wretch- 
ed, and miſerable, whilſt they riot it in their Goods and Patri- 
mony. Do they not conſider, that he chat oppreſſeth the Poor, re- 
proacbeth bis Maker : but he that honoureth him, bath Mercy on the 

Eub. bid. Our Author has the Modeſty to deny, Tythes were 
© reckoned due by any of the Fathers of the firſt Six Centuries, ex- 
* cept Origen and St. Ambroſe, P. 45. How falſe this is, will ea- 
*.ſfily appear from the Tenth Sect. of the Eſſay—and by Biſhop 
* Fell iu his Notes upon the Paſſage of St. Cyprian, in his Book, De 
© Unit. | Eccl. at nunc de Patrimonio nec deci mus damus, &Cc. 
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LI neither have, nor am concern'd to have theſe Books; as he 
hath made no Quotations from them. Beſides, any Argument he 
can draw from the Primitive Fathers, is already obviated; and 
what - ever any particular Man might hold in his Judgment ſome- 
uncertainly, we cannot without great Breach of Charity, cenſure, 
that any Number of the Primitive Chriſtians, did believe Tythes 
to be Due by Divine Right, or by the Law of God, ſeeing they 
are not found in the Practice of Paying them: this our Adver- 
ſaries muſt either prove, or they will never make the ſenſible part 
of Mankind believe that thoſe holy Souls held one thing and pra- 
ctis'd another. TIE 8 B 
Soph. bid. He ſays, Tythes were not eſtabliſhed by any Ge- 
© neral Council for 1200 Years, P. 45. aK > 
Eub. Nor Worſhipping God neither, and is not this an Evi- 
© dence they had a higher Date than General Councils, and higher 
Authority. = r „„ | 
Anſw. To ſay that Tythes were not eſtabliſhed by any General 
Council for 1200 Years, if they were never ſo eſtabliſh'd is con- 
fas'd and Nonſenſical: And it is the ſame to ſay it of worſhipping 
God; for ſuch ſaying imports, That the thing ſpoken of (whether 
Tythes or Worſhip) was ſometime eſtabliſh'd by a General Coun: 
cil: and Tythe has been ſo eſtabliſh'd ; but never worſhipping 
God. So to give this in as a Parallel Caſe to the other, is a Fal- 
lacy ; and to as much ſenſe as to ſay, it was ſo long before ſuch a 
thing was done, which was never done. . 
It is to be obſerved too here; That Eub. ſpeaks of Tythes and 
Worſhip as two diſtinct Things: and in p. 271. he Argues, that 
Tythes is the higheſt Worſhip: So the one is a flat Contradiction 
to the other; If we take him according to p. 268. his pretended 
Anſwer is but an impertinent Nonſenſical ſhew of an Anſwer only, 
as above is proved, or if we take him according to p. 271. The 
Quotation and Anſwer will ſtand thus. 1 | 
Quota. Worſhipping God was not eſtabliſh'd by a General Coun- 
cit for 1200 Years, p. 435. MO Ny 3 
Aufm. Nor Worſhipping God neither. It is granted, God's 
Worſhip hath an higher Date and Authority than General Coun- 
cils; but it doth not follow ſo of Tythes, and all other things. 
not eſtabliſh'd by any General Council; that they have a higher 
Date and Authority than General Councils. 8 | 
Eub. Jbid. * Beſides ſeveral very conſiderable Provincial Coun- 
© cils, within that time have aſſerted the Divine Right of Tythes,, 
and regulated Abuſes that related to them; and Regulation ſup- 
« poſeth the thing regulated, already eſtabliſhed, Anſw. 


__— 


© teſted, . 


(14) 
Anſw. But he particularizeth none of them; Is this becauſe he 
wou'd not foreſtall his Reader's Induſtry ? * 267. But tho? I 


have none to preſent him with that concerns Tythes; yer one I 
have concerning the Goſpel-Miniſters maintenance, viz. The 4th 


Council of Carthage, conſiſting of 214 Biſhops. An. 436. 


Cap. 51. A Clergyman, although inſtructed in the Word of 
God, muſt get his living with a Trade. | 4 

Cap. 52. Let a Clergyman get Food and Rayment by ſome petty. 
Trade or Husbandry, without hindrance of his Office. 4 

Cap. 53. All Clergymen muſt learn both petty Trades and Li- 
'terature, which are able to Work. 

Cap. 15. That a Biſhop have Vile or Cheap Houſhold-Furniture, 
and a Poor Table and Food; and ſeek Authority of his Dignity 
by Faith, and deſerts of Life. | SIR | | 

C. 16. That he read not the Books of Heathen ; and of Here - 
ticks only for Neceſſity and the Time. | ; 

This was a Provincial Council, approved by Pope Leo the Third. 

And ſhews clearly ; that then the Goſpel-Miniſters Mainte- 
nance was not by Tythe, and that Tythes were not reckon'd e- 


.qually due to the Chriſtian Prieſthood, as they had been to the 


Levitical : And that the Chriſtians then thought it not their Duty 
to add a great deal more to the Maintenance of their Paſtors, 


5p. 276. 


Eub. Can this Writer ſhew at what time after the Apoſtles 
© time Divine Right of Tythes came firſt to be univerſally received 


© in the Church ?—Till he does this, that General Councils took 


* no notice on't, is only a ſtrong Argument that it was uncon- 


Anſw. Even this over-turns the Divine Right of Tythes, that 


it was not received in the Church in the time of the Apoſtles; as 


his Query implicitly grants , . by ſaying at what time after the 
Apoſtles, &c. which is only an inquiring at what time that was, 
which never was : For to this Day, the Divine Right of Tythes 
was never univerſally received in the Church ; and it muſt needs 
be unconteſted in General Councils, whil'ſt it was unpropoſed or 

thought of : oy or by them. | 


Eab. He's for dropping Sacrilege, and ſays, it may be done 


without any inconvenience at all, becauſe it properly ſignifies 
© Stealing holy Things; and Stealable Things are ſuch as have of 
© themſelves no intrinſick Holineſs : and yet it were endleſs to 
© reckon up all the places in Scripture where God declares ſuch. 
« Things holy. Exod. 29, &c. p. 269. if 


3 
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 Anſw, The title of the Cap. he quotes, is, the Sacrifice and 
3 of conſecrating the Prieſts, &c. Now if he can prove 
that God hath no where in Scripture ever call'd any thing Holy, 
but what was intrinſically Holy; then it muſt be owned his In- 
ſtances in the room of Conſecration and the Oyl, &c. do his cauſe 

ſome Service; but if God have called things Holy in Scripture 
which had only a Typical or Ceremonial Holineſs ; then what he 
hath ſaid, amounts to nothing at all that concerns the Argument: 
he might juſt as well have let it alone. ED 
| One word to his intrinſick Holineſs. What do's he think 
of the Perſon of a Saint? Is not his Holineſs intrinfick ? in ſuch 
© aSenſe as a Creature is ſaid to beſo? and at the fame time is 
not his Perſon a Stealable thing? To this let me add that our 
Saviour tells the Devil ſometimes catches away that which is 
© ſown in the Heart, Afet.13. And is not that which is ſaid there 
© to be ſown intrinſically Holy? P. 270. gets 
Anſw. Here this Sophomor hath reduc'd his Friends endleſs In- P 
ſtances to Two; of which, but One concern Mankind ; for the: 
other is the Devil's, if it be Sacrilege. 80 if we Steal no. 
Saints, we keep clear of Sacrilege ; but they are all in God's hand, 
and no Man can Steal, or hide from him, as Thieves do what Deut. 33, 
they Steal from the Owners. Chriſt's Sheep are the Saints, and 3: 
he ſaith, A) Father which gave them me, is greater than all : and none 
is able to pluck, or ſteal them, out of my Farbers hand. For the word Jbb. 10. 
rapere, Which ſignifies co fteal, is here uſed : and is the ſame which 29. 
is uſed, Mat. 13. 19. and there it is tranſlated to ſteal, here to pluck ; 
that which is ſaid there to be ſown, is the Word of God: But 
can the Devil ſteal the Word of God in a proper literal Senſe, 
or the Birds of the Air devour it; for the Text as much proves Mat. 13. 
the one as the other. But theſe Men are Blind; and ſee not what 19. 
Confuſion and Blaſphemy enſueth ; from a perverſe Interpretation 
of Parables and Allegory's; by which means, they ſeek to uphold 
their Notion of Sacrilege , whereby they wou'd inſinuate, that a. 
a Man's with-holding his Tythes, which is his owa, and fo no 
Theft at all; is a greater Sin than r Poor, which, if 
Theft be diſtinguiſhable, is the worſt of Theft. But what they 
have ſaid upon this Head ſerves only to ſhew there is nothing to 
be ſaid for it; ſo as to charge it upon a Man, fave in the Caſe of 
Saints ſtealing : which is Impracticable. 

Eub. Jbid. * He would repreſent the Paying of Tythes as only 
an Act of Charity, &c. And to this end Objects, p. 8. that Tythes 
were given as well to the Stranger, the Fatherleſs and Widow, 

as 


% © as to the Levite , who had but his Share in common with them: 


| © Years Tythes. * 4 ele ; „ 
p Anſw. And a good Step too; But whilſt they uphold Tythes, 
will they allow one Third to the Poor, &c. under the ſpecious 
pretence of Charity and Alms, from whom they firſt got the 
Tythe into their Hands, in Truſt for them; which Truſt they have 
wickedly violated , and joſtled out the Poor (whoſe Names = 
Wl | made uſe on to get Tythes by, at firſt) from any Share therein 
\ Will they, I ſay, allow them an equal Share with themſelves in 
the Tythe of every Third Lear? and as they now claim a right 
from the Jewiſh Example, they cannot in reaſon deny it : And 
why but in the Tythe of every Third Year only? | 5 
Eub. Jbid. For the Text is expreſs; At the End of three Years 
| < thou ſhalt bring forth all the Tythe of thine Increaſe the ſame 
„ 


© But firſt, if this were true, it wou'd only hold fo of every third 


© Year, V. 28. Rn hs 1 1+ 05 
_ Anſw. This ſhews, that in the Triennial Tythe the Poor, &c. 
by had an equal Right with the Levite. But do's it prove that they. 
had no Right in the Tythe of the other two Years? Thig is the 
Point he brings it to prove: and it is nothing to the purpoſe. The. 
Poor Stranger, and then to be ſure the Native Poor, were to re- 
Joyce in all the good Things of Iſrael. The Tythe given to the 
Poor was an Hallowed Thing; and the Levite was among the Poor, 
which was God's Ordinance, or that which the Lord ſaid ſhould 
Deut. 26. not ceaſe out of the Land; for which there is as ſtrict a Command 
11.13. as for the Levite. | | Y RE * 
15˙ 11. Eub, Jbid. Here is a peculiar Reaſon given not common to the 
Leite with the Stranger, &c. becauſe he hath no Part nor In- 
© heritance with thee; and this Reaſon the very ſame why God 
© had before aſſigned Tythes; as may be ſeen at large, Deut. c. 18. 
© y. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24. 26.— And therefore the Stranger, &c. 
© is ſo far from being entituled to Tythes equally, or by the ſame 
© Tenure with the Levite, by being mentjoned with him, that his 
Claim is, in the ſame place, plainly diſtinguiſhed from the other's 
© Pretenſions, _ | | SENS 
Anſw. It looks as if his Bible differ'd as ragen from our's, 
1 as his Epiphanius; for our's mentions nothing of Tythes where he 
} quotes it— nor of the Reaſon of their Grant : inſtead of which, 
our Bible makes but 22 Verſes in Deuteronomy, chap. 18. and he 
| makes 26. P. 267. | | | 
| | Then there is another Reaſon given, why God aſſign'd them 
'F Tythes; as peculiar to the Levites as this he mentions, and not 


| common 
Nel. 


a 
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common to them with the 8 anger, +: vix. for the Service which Numb.18- 
a 


bey ſer ve, ven the Service of the Tabernacle of the Congregation, © 21. 
* it is to be obſer vd, that as both thoſe Reaſons were pecu- 
liar to the Levites, and not common to them ich the Stranger, &c. 
ſo neither with the Chriſtian Prieſthood (as he calls it) who have 
no more than the Stranger, &c. any Claim to Tythes upon account 
of either of theſe Reaſons, viz. either becauſe of the Deprivation, 
or Office: For they are neither depriv'd of their Inheritance, or 
charged with the Service of the Tabernacle of the Congregation: 
any more than the Stranger, Cc. And therefore if one of theſe 
Reaſons be ſufficient to prove the Stranger, &c. is far from being 
entituled to Tythes equally. with the Levites, tho? mention 'd in the 
Grant or Appropriation with them. Surely both of them muſt be 
ſufficient to prove that the Chriſtian Prieſthood are farther fro 
being entituled to Tythes equally with the Levites, who WAN 
ver mentioned in the Grant or Appropriation with them. 80 ke 
muſt either own his Reaſon againſt the Stranger; Poor, Gr. to bi 
Inſufficient and Defective, or quit his Claim to Tythe from the 
Levites Preſident, and then we have done with Tythes under the 
Law; which is upon the Matter all the Plea the Jus Divinum Men 
i S Sia ce ri 1 274 177 - 7 Ay 
The Stranger, &c. being expreſly named ii the Grant of Tythes; 
had a Title to them, e Gn Gir ; Which is Þ : 
the ſame with the Levites Title; tho? ſome of the Reaſons of the 
Gift might be peculiar to the latter. So our Adverſary's uſe the 
words equally, and by the ſame tenure, only as a Subterfuge; for 
if the Stranger, &c.” had à good true title to Tythe, what Injury 
is it to it: . That the Levites Title was in ſomething diltinguiſhable- 
from theirs ; but it is Plain they had ſuch a Title to them: and 
that the Chriſtian Prieſthood had not, not being mentioned in the 
_ Graat; or implied in it. For how do they ſucceed the Levites 
who received Tythe, but were not Prieſts? s 
But this Reaſon, becauſe he hath no Part or Inheritance with 
thee, Eu. ſaith, is the very ſame why God at firſt aſſigned the 
Levites Ty the, as may be ſeen at large, Deut. c., 18; v. 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 26. What then? ls the firſt 1 of Tythes to be 
ſeen at large in theſe Verſes, and yet Tythe is never nam'd in 


2 


He, nor any ſuch Verſes as the laſt three to be found in the 

Soph. Twas fo largely ſet out before, Deuter. 18. that no 
' Miſtake but a wilful one, cou'd be made about the Matter here, 
5. 271. 


C „„ Anſw. 
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Heb, 9. 


C18) 


0:34 80 1 . What can he mean b this? is Dexter, c. 18, before Deuter. 
C. 19. 


ago, 8 much read in the Seripture; whatever 
ney ATE 10, FIEATNER ANMWOTS. ' eo 
Eu. : e reproaches the Author of the Eſſay with making 
« Tythes the higheſt Worſhip—But till he proves that worſhipping 
© God with our Subſtance is not the higheſt Worſhip, and that 
© Tythes is not a part expreſly requir'd of that Subſtance, — The 
© intrinfick. Value of our Poſſeſſions is certainly more than that o 
< our Words; and the more valuable that is, which we part with 
© in Service to God, the greater Teſtimony—it is of our Devotion 
Sto him, p. 271. 145 od ay > 7 43 ot; 3 
Anſw. As to this laſt part, have they not forgot the Widows 
mite here? Mark 12: 12. is 
And the Determination of the firſt part depends upon this ſingle 

Queſtion, which ought to be no Queſtion among Chriſtians ; Wx. 
89 1 — N or & enn ought to be eſteem'd 

> higheſt? The ficlt conſiſted in Carnal Offerings and Sacrifices : 
and Tythes was a Part expreſly requir'd. The ſecond in Spiritual 

erings and Sacrifices; which is worſhipping God in Spirit and 
in Truth z and Tythes are no part of that Worſhip, nor requir'd 
by any Goſpel Precept. 5 

The Prieſts ſay, the Firſt, (in which they give the Law the 
preference to the Goſpel) is the higheſt Worſhi ß. 

We ſay the Second, for the Worſhip which conſiſts in Carnal 
Offerings and Sacrifices is not the Worſhip which Chriſt eſtabliſh'd 
under the Goſpel ; but the Worſhip which Chriſt eſtabliſh'd under 
the Goſpel is the higheſt Workip. Therefore Serving God with 
our Su is not the higheſt Worſhip. | | 

 Ewb.. * Saith, the Intrinick Value of our Poſſeſſions is certainly 


more than that of our Words. And Snake, That worſhipping 


© God with our Subſtance, is as much preferrable to verbal Praiſes, 


© as Deeds are more than Words. Se. 6. 


. nar 


Hnſw. So Ignorant are theſe Prieſts (as well as in 2 in 
Goſpel-Worſhip that they take it to be nothing but Words. 

But Goſpel-Worſhip is Spiritual-Worſhip, which is Heavenly 
and Angelica} Worſhip ; and by how much the Spirit is more ex- 
cellent and noble than the y,. or Heaven than Earth; by fo 
much is Spiritual-Worſhip more excellent and noble than Legal- 
Worſhip. But theſe reputed Goſpel-Miniſters know nothing of 
Spiritual-Worſhip, it-is a Myſtery to them; they can make nothing 


Seph 
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Seb. Can he perceive no difference between thoſe Offerin 
© that were to go to the Maintenance of the Prieft.; and tho 
that figuratively repreſented a future perfect and adequate Ob- 
5. lation and Sacrifice, p. 271. Wo 2909391, BL TIAEMION 
©  Anfſw. Tythes, as well as the reſt of the Jewiſh Offerings, figu- 
ratively repreſented a future perfect Oblation and Sacrifice; by 
whoſe Coming, and Sacrifice as well Tythes as the ireſt were dif- 
annulled and ended. Is God worſhipped by the Prieſts Bellies, or 
are theſe two fo near allied, that T'ythes mult be bath the higheſt 
and moſt preferrable Worſhip, and alſo the Prieſt's Maintenance? 
Two things he would inſinuate here; 1. That Tythes did not 
typifie Chriſt : 2. That they were to go to the Maintenance of the 
Prieſts. Both which are Falſee . 
Eub. One wou'd think he cou'd not; for thus he argues: If 
< Firſt-fruits and Tythes be due according to the very letter bf 
the Law, which he quotes Origen to prove, and io be Paid pre- 
© ciſely and ſtrictly, as himſelf. ſays, in ſuch Manner and Method 
«© as is commanded in Scripture z Then he introduces 48 the Jewiſh 
Offerings, Sacrifices, and Ceremonies; to be continued amongſt 
© us; which amounts to a RejeQiion or Denial of the one Offering 
and Sacrifice of Chriſt. THT 209 T0” 
Let him prove, if he can, as well as aſſert, that Paying 
© Tythes preciſely and ſtrictly, in ſuch Manner and Method as 
© commanded in Scripture, is introducing Al the Jewiſh Offerings, 
6 Sacrifices, and Ceremonies, p. 272. T0) $5 4 
Anſw. He ſaith not, Al the. Jewiſh Offerings, &. but having 
ennumerated all the Jewiſh Offerings, &'c. with the Payment of 
Tythes according to Scripture manner and method 8 He 
argu'd fuch Payment, (which Suale inſiſted on) would introduce 
All theſe Jewiſh Offerings, &c. which he had there enumerated ; 
and which were annex'd to, or connected with the Payment of 
Tythe after the Scripture manner; but they, like Men, have turned 
All theſe, into Alt the Jewiſh Offerings, &c. and bid the Author 
rove, as well as aſſert, what he has not aſſerted; - Can theſe Men 
be honeſt, that treat us thus with Trick and Falſhood ? ); 
 Exb.—*< This Adverſary, he ſays, finding Eternity or Immorta- 
© lity, imply'd in Verſ. 8. takes it in a proper Senſe, to intend Chriſt 
© to be the Tythe Receiver literally; not conſidering that in u. 3. 
© there is Immortality and Eternity aſcrib'd to Melchiſedec, was he 
therefore Chriſt ? As if it follow'd,; that becauſe the 12 
10 


and 
« Antitype do not Anſwer — * or particular _ 


| $+.in thoſe things wherein they are compar d, p. 272. 


( EE, 
4 if chey did, they could not be ſuch) therefore they do not anſwer 


ry . 


": Anſw. This is not to the Purpoſe ; the Matter here in queſtion is, 


whether Chriſt receive Tythes in Heaven literally; that is, whe- 


ther he receive now in Heaven the Tythes of our Corn and Cattle, 
and other Increaſe and Fruits of the Earth in a proper literal Senſe: 
or the place is an Allegory. 'The-Firſt is abſurd:, and the Second 
do's not Support the Snake's Inference, that then Chriſt hath not 
abrogated Tythes; for a Scriptural Allegory is the repreſentation 


df ſome Myſtical or Spiritual thing by another, mentioned in Scrip- 


ture, and is, when by the things done under the Law, the Myſte- 
ries of the Goſpel are ſigniſied. So it is a Sentence that muſt be 
underſtood otherwiſe than the literal lntepretation ſnews. | 


And this cannot be ſpoken of the Goſpel-Miniſters receiving 
Tythes; 1. Becauſe it ſpeaks not of literal Tythe; 2. Becauſe it 


was ſpoken in the Preſent Tenſe, he receiveth them; at a time 
when the Miniſters of the Goſpel receiv'd none. So this will make 
nothing for the Prieſt's Tythes. 1) TOS #11 
Bub. © You may ſee another of his Paraphraſes upon Heb, 7. 
© where he ſtrives to confoundthe Commandment, to take Tythes 
© of the People, v.5. with the Law of a Carnal Commandment, 
© diFannulled, &c. v. 16. 18. But the Antitheſis, v. 15. ſpoils it 
© all; for the Power of an Endleſs Life is that which is oppoſed 
to the Law of a Carnal Commandment, p. 273. 
 Anſw. The Commandment to take Tythes of the People, was a 


part of the Law, whereby the Aronical Prieſthood was made, 


the Scripture calls the Law of a Carnal Commandment; diſ-annul- 
led, &c. and oppoſeth to it the Power of an Endleſs Life; after 
which, Chriſt is ſaid to be made a Prieſt for ever; greater than 
Aaron, and all the High-Prieſts of the Law, which of neceſſity is 
changed, the Prieſthood being changed; and that change explain- 
ed by the word diſ-annulled- } 1 6 0 | 
But is the Power of an Endleſs Life's being oppoſed to the Law 
of a Carnal "Commandment, any Argument to prove that the 
Commandment to take Tythes of the People belong'd not to it, 
or was no Part of the Law of a Carnal Commandment. This is 
what de brings it to prove; but it is nothing to his Purpoſe. 
Eb. Aud that Power of an Endleſs Life, plainly refers to the 


Similitudle in the former Verſe, Tis obvious that the Eternity 


* of Chriſt's Prieſthood, as ty pify d by Melchiſedee's, is that where- 

iu the Apoſtle oppoſeth it to the Levitical; what's this to Tythes? 

This eternal Prieſthood was after the Order of Melchiſedec ; 
Sand 


(21) | 
© and did not Melchiſedee receive Tythes? and does not the An 
type of Melobiſedec receive then 0 
© Anfw. Melchiſedec once, but Chriſt not once, literally; He re- 
ceives the Dominion of which they were a Sign, the Tenth being 
Symbolical to the beſt, or richeſt. But what's this to Tythes in 
the Prieſts Senſe? | . | 

The Oppoſition here muſt be either between Melchiſedecs Typi- 
cal Prieſthood, and Levi's, or between Chriſt's Prieſthood and 
Levi's; and which ſoever Prieſthood is oppoſed'to the Levitical, 
is preferr'd before it, and is that which is to take place of it, 
and to endure for ever. Suppoſe the firſt, and it for ever excludes 
the Goſpel, and its Prieſthood ; but if the Oppoſition be between 
the Levitical Prieſthood and Chriſt's, and the Scope of this Chapter 
to ſhew our cedere Lex Evangelio debeat, why the Law ought to give 
place to the Goſpel; and they be true Goſpel-Miniſters; then as 
Chriſt nor his Apoſtles, nor any of his Miniſters ever took or de- 
ſir'd Tythes that we read on in Scripture; ſo neither ought they 
to do but like Goſpel-Miniſters, be content with a Goſpel-Mainte- 
nance. | 


- 


< dently infers they never preached them. One would wonder 
© how this could come from him, after he had read the 9th Section 
© of theEſlay ; nay, and had juſt before been trying his Skill upon 
* his Adverſary's Proofs, from Heb. 7. p. 274. | | 

Anſw. But does he not tell where his Adverſary ſays it, viz. 
Sect. 9. p. 114. that it was great Prudence in the Apoſtles not to 
name Tythes, not to add Oyl to the Flame, &c. -—and-if they 
nam'd them not, they preach'd them not; fo the luference is Self- 
evident. Where's then the Confidence the Sophomor talks of? Is't 


that, when the Author had been juſt before conſidering, Heb. c. 7. 


where the Apoſtle ſo often names Tythes ?- he ſhould tell us, his 
Adverſary ſays," the Apoſtles nam'd not Tythes (though he do 
ſay ſo) as if he ſhould ſay any thing contrary to Scripture. What 
for a Wonder's this! ASIAN 961 ee 
© Soph. Ibid. © He makes Heathens of the Patriarchs: I 
In this Page there is mention made of a general Apoſtacy 
which was then in the World; and if the Hebrems at their 
calling ont of it, retain'd ſome things ſprung up therein, which 
they had learn'd, and were nurs'd up in among the Heathen , 


who worſhipped" ſtrange Gods, yet this does not make them 


Heathens; who were call'd out from among them, and wor- 
15 b ſhipped. 


. © Soph. Our Tythe-hater has the Confidence to fay, his Adver- | 
© ſary owns the Apoſtles never named Tythes, and then as confi- 
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(22) 


Hipped only; the only true God: tho' their Service of him might 
in ſome things, as their Sacrifices and Altars, &c. reſemble 
the manger'of the other's Service of their Idols. So his Inference, 


that the Author makes Heathens of them, is like moſt of his other, 
falſe and fooliſh. | oh "5 
Eub. Ibid. * He's for Root and Branch-work ; for pulling up the 
© Prieſthood with the Tythes, becauſe he cannot part them. 
Anſw. But the Queſtion between the Prieſthood and Tythes, is, 
which is the Root, and which the Branches. It ſeems indeed by the 
Order of the Diſcourſe, as if the Prieſthood were the Root, anc 
Tythes the Branches: but this hangs not well together, for the 


Branches are ever produc'd from the Root; but Tythes are not 


produc'd from the Prieſthood, but from the Laity. Theſe are the 
induſtrious Bees that make the Honey; thoſe the Drones that 
eat If, | | 

Oa the other hand, if we make Tythes the Root, and the Prieſt, 
hood the Branches; for it is Tythes produces this Prieſthood, and 
not the Prieſthood Tythes; then their terrene Production wou'd 


2 beter 2. be an Impeachment to their Divinity; and ſhew theſe terre filis 


15. 
Jude 11. 


(followers of the way of Balaam, who loved the Wages of Un- 
righteouſneſs) to be none of Chriſt's Miniſters. 

But further, by making the Prieſthood and Tythes inſeparable, 
he denies the Apoſtolick Prieſthood, and their Succeſſors in the 
Goſpel-Migiftry for ſeveral Hundred Years; and that of all the 
Martyrs, and Proteſtants in Popiſh Countries, ever ſince the Re- 
formation, and at this day; all who never had or have Tythes, as 


the Prieſthood of the Proteſtants in France, Piedmont, Italy, &c. 


Eub. * That Tythes were taken away, ſays he, is evident from 
© Afts 15. 28, 29. for it ſeemed good to the Holy Ghoſt and the 


'< Apoſtles not to continue any Ceremonies of the Law among the 


© Believers, nor to lay upon them any greater Burthea than theſe 
© few neceſſary things; ſo not the Burthen of Tythes; for the 
Argument is of legal Ceremonies. A ſhrewd Concluſion! Was 
« Abſtaining from Foraication then a legal Ceremony? p. 275, 
Anſw. Well; The Argument of Neceſſity muſt be either of 
legal Ceremonies, or Fornication ; for the Apoſtle's Anſwer treats 


only of theſe two; and the Cenſurers deride the firſt, by which 


they fix on the latter, or reje& the Text wholly. 
But was the Queſtion concerning Fornication then, which made 


ſo great a Diſſention in the Church, as cauſed Paul and Barnabas, &c. 


to go 177 to Feruſelem, to the Apoſtles and Elders about it? And 
what if che Apoſtles ſaw fit, as it appears they did, to caution 
in 


1 3 

n the fame Epiſtle, thofe, who from among the Genti 

22 to God, againſt Fornication? Does this — the 
Diſſention in the Church was about Fornication ? or that this was 
ſo difficult a Point to determine, as requir'd the Deciſion of a Ge- 
neral Council. E 
The Queſtion was concerning ſome Doctrine (as Circumciſion. 
after the manner of Aoſes, &c.) which certain Men who came 
down from Judea, taught the Gentile Converts, was neceſſary to 
Salvation, v. 1. But is it likely they ſhou'd teach them, that For- 
nication was neceſſary to Salvation? Or if they had, that is ſhou'd 
2 ſo far take place in the Church, as to occaſion this Diſſen - 


The Queſtion was, concerning what the Apoſtle Peter terms 4 
Toke upon the Necks of the Diſciples, which, ſaith he, neicher we wor our 
Fathers were able to bear, v.10. Was this Fornication ? how do 
theſe Men underſtand the Scripture ? That becauſe Fornication was 
not a legal Ceremony, therefore Circumciſion was not one? Or be-. 
cauſe Fornication is named in the Apoſtle's deciſive Epiſtle, there- 
fore the Subject- matter of its deciſion is not of legal Ceremonies : 
tho? the Doctrine that made the Diſſention in the Church was; ex- 
cept they were circumciſed aſter the manner of Moſes, they could not be 
ſaved, v.1. And the Apoſtles themſelves give this account of the 
Cauſe of that Epiſtle, viz. Foreſmuch a we have heard, that certain 
who went out from us, have troubled you with words, ſubverting your Souls, 
ſaying, Te muſt be circumciſed, and keep the Law, to whom we gave no ſuch- 
Commandment, &C. v. 24. ; 

So *tis plain, the Argument which made the difference, was about 
legal Ceremonies, and (thoſe few excepted for the time) the Apo- 
ſtles determin'd againſt them: and Tythes were among thoſe Ce- 
remonies which were excluded by this deciſion, as well as any of 
the reſt; and ſo are as much excluded as the other. my 

Eub. id. Again, Was the end of Tythes, as we obſerv'd be- 
fore, very diſtin& and different from the end of thoſe legal Ce- 
© remonies, which were not continued by the Apoſtles ? 

Soph. Can he perceive no difference between thoſe Offerings 1 
© that were to go to the Maintenance of the Prieſt, and thoſe | - 
© that Figuratively repreſented a future perfect Oblation and Sa- | 

© crifice? p. 271. H- ; 
'  Anſw. But what, or where, are thoſe Offerings they ſpeak of? 4 
The Argument we are upon, is of legal Offerings, and Sacrifices ; i ; 
and till they can ſhew us that ſome of them were not Typical, and 
others the Prieſt had no Maintenance out of; we deny their Di- 
ſtinction. For 


: 
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_— 
For Tythes, as well as tlie öther Offerings, Ne Os were Typica 
of Chriſt z. the Tenth part Symbolical to the 6 det, or Fulfefß. 
Numb. 18. Again, if Tytbes had been the Prieſt's Maintenance (which "ba 
28. were not any more than an Heave- offering out of them) the Ar- 
gument from thence, is of no more force to continue them under 


the Goſpel, than for the Continuace of all the other Jewiſh Of- 
Numb. 18. ferings, and Sacrifices :- for the Prieſt's Maintenance was aſſigud 


8. out of all the hallowed things of Iſrael. So by a Parity of Reaſon, 


we muſt either continue them altogether, or part with them al⸗ 


together. 


Numb. 18. But Tythes were the Levite' $ Maintenance. And who are the | 
21. Levites under the Goſpel, whoſe Worſnip requires no Porter's 
Work; therefore ceſſante 'Opere, ceſſant Mercedes; 5 the Work- 1 


og, the Wages ceaſe with it. 


And Chriſt the Antitype and Subſtance dil; bum; the Res- 


fon and End of them all, Tythes, Offerings, and N is at. 
an Ead 3 _= therefore ſhou'd they be too. 


